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1. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is 
clearly indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japanese Patent Document #11016269 to Naruse and U.S. Patent 
#7,260,039 to Suh, in view of U.S. Patent #7,172,889 to Kitani et al .: 



A) U.S. Patent #7.172.889 to Kitani etal. : 

Kitani et al has been cited because it evidences that it was well known in 
the video recording art to have used a "bit by bit copy" process to copy 
DVD video from a first DVD storage medium onto a second recordable 
DVD disc media: 

"Therefore, if processing so-called a bit by bit copy 
in which digital data reproduced from other medium is 
directly recorded on another medium is performed, the 
data read out from the DVD-video is directly recorded 
on the DVD-R/RW standard disc, whereby the disc of 
the DVD-video may be copied illegally." 
[Lines 30-33 of column 2] 

B) Japanese Patent Document #11016269 to Naruse: 

Naruse has been cited because: 



1 ) As shown in Figure 1, it evidences that systems for respectively 
reproducing and buffering data provided from each layer of a 
multi-layer DVD disc was well known in the art. 
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C) U.S. Patent #7,260,039 to Suh : 

1) The examiner notes that US Patent #7,260,039 to Suh is entitled to a 
Section 102(e) date of 6/5/2003; i.e., the filing date of the International 
Application from which it was derived (note cover page); 

2) US Patent #7,260,039 to Suh has been cited because it evidences: 

a) The fact that systems for recording data onto a recordable 
multi-layer disc were known in the art; and 

b) That such recorders utilized and recorded information 
identifying the beginning and ending addresses associated with 
the data stored in each of the layers and, as such, for identifying 
the transitions between the layers (Note figure 5). 

D) Combined showing : 

The examiner maintains that it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have: 

1 ) Respectively reproduced the data recorded on the respective 
layers of a first multi-layer DVD utilizing conventional multi-layer 
DVD reproducing apparatus as evidenced by Naruse ; and 

2) To have respectively recorded the data reproduced from the 
respective layers of the first multi-layer DVD onto respective 
layers of a recordable multi-layer DVD utilizing conventional multi- 
layers DVD recording apparatus as evidenced by Suh, 

in order to have performed the "bit by bit copy" process needed to 
copy the first multi-layer DVD as was shown to have been well 
known and desirable via the showing of Kitani et al . 

With respect to the limitations of claim 1, the following is noted: 

1) The examiner contends that all DVD reproducing devices 
inherently comprise "retrieving means" given that the recorded 
data must be retrieved/read from the DVD; 

2) The examiner contends that all DVD reproducing devices also 
inherently comprise signal "processing means" given that the 
retrieved/read data must at least be formatted and converted into 
proper/respective data streams; 

3) That, in order for the recording apparatus to have properly 
recorded the reproduced data one the respective layers of the 
recordable medium to produce the "byte by byte copy", the 



Application/Control Number: 10/574,361 
Art Unit: 2621 



Page 4 



reproducing apparatus must convey the reproduced layer 
identifying information to the recording apparatus via an "output 
means"; i.e., a "byte by byte copy" of the first DVD could not be 
made unless the recording apparatus knows which data came 
from which layer so that the data may be recorded on the 
corresponding layers of the recordable DVD. 



4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japanese Patent Document #11016269 to Naruse and U.S. Patent 
#7,260,039 to Suh, in view of U.S. Patent #7,172,889 to Kitani et al . for the 
same reasons explained above for claim 1. Additionally: 

The examiner maintains that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to have multiplexed the layer identifying information with the data 
stream of the reproduced data thereby avoiding the need for multiple wire/bus 
connections between the recoding and reproducing apparatuses; i.e., the 
examiner taking Official Notice that such single wire/bus configuration were 
notoriously well known in the device interconnection arts.. 



5. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Japanese Patent Document #11016269 to Naruse and U.S. Patent 
#7,260,039 to Suh, in view of U.S. Patent #7,172,889 to Kitani et al . for the 
same reasons explained above for claim 1. 



6. Claim 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japanese Patent Document #11016269 to Naruse and U.S. Patent 
#7,260,039 to Suh, in view of U.S. Patent #7,172,889 to Kitani et al . for the 
same reasons explained above for claim 3. Additionally; 

The examiner notes that the maximum usable size is determined by the amount 
of data that is retrieved from the first disc and, as such, is adjustable (at least 
disc by disc). 

7. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Japanese Patent Document #11016269 to Naruse and U.S. Patent 
#7,260,039 to Suh, in view of U.S. Patent #7,172,889 to Kitani et al . for the 
same reasons explained above for claim 1. 
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8. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japanese Patent Document #11016269 to Naruse and U.S. Patent 
#7,260,039 to Suh, in view of U.S. Patent #7,172,889 to Kitani et al . for the 
same reasons explained above for claim 6. Additionally: 

The examiner maintains that the video data of the DVD standard is, by definition, 
in a "file" format. 

9. Claim 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japanese Patent Document #11016269 to Naruse and U.S. Patent 
#7,260,039 to Suh, in view of U.S. Patent #7,172,889 to Kitani et al . for the 
same reasons explained above for claim 6. Additionally; 

Again, the examiner notes that the maximum usable size is determined by the 
amount of data that is retrieved from the first disc and, as such, is adjustable (at 
least disc by disc). 
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10. The Following "prior art" is noted: 

A) Japanese Patent Document #2000/293,889 to Nakada et al and Japanese 
Patent Document #1 1273082 to Watanabe et al . has been cited because it 
described a system in which a mark is used to discriminate layers of a multilayer 
medium. 

B) US Patent # 6,424,614 to Kawamura et al. and US Patent #5,870,374 to 
Satoh et al. has been cited because it described a system in which addressing is 
used to discriminate layers of a multilayer medium. 

C) US Patent # 6,829,618 to Abraham et al . has been cited for its showing of a 
system used to layout a disc. 

D) US Patent Document #2004/0234243, constituting an intervening reference, 
has been cited for its illustration of recording circuitry (e.g., Figure 17). 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 

should be directed to DAVID E. HARVEY whose telephone number is (571) 272-7345. 

The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 6:00AM to 3PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ms. Marsh D. Banks-Harold, can be reached on (571) 272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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